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Résumé 

Dans ce module, Christian Picard, doctorant en sciences politiques est notre invité pour parler de la 

sur le cas du Canada et de ses partenaires. Du point de vue de Christian, les termes de menace et de risque 
 Se basant sur 

un article de Williams (2008)1, il définit la menace comme 

 : tandis 
qu

séminaire de formation ; la notion de la perception. La perception des uns et des autres aura un impact sur 
le fait de voir en une action, une menace ou un risque. Et de cette perception naîtront des réactions 
différentes  
Comment les États pourront donc faire face aux différents menaces et/ou risques qui se présentent à eux, 

? Précisément, comment le 
Canada et ses partenaires font face à ces situations ? À travers cet échange, Christian Picard et Anessa 
Kimball nous emmènent à la découverte de ces domaines de la sécurité internationale.  

Abstract 

In this module, Christian Picard, doctoral student in political science, is our guest speaker on the issue of 
cyber security, the threats and risks it generates, with a particular focus on the case of Canada and its 
partners. From Christian's point of view, the terms threat and risk are used interchangeably although there 
is a conceptual difference between them. Based on an article by Williams (2008), he defines threat as a 
proven stake in the interests of an actor, whereas risk would be considered more as a potential threat, 
which is not yet proven. Supporting his remarks with concrete examples, he emphasizes the difference 
between threat and risk: while the first is proven (therefore real), the second is only potential (therefore 
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fictitious for the moment). This distinction, although invalid, brings to the fore another term that is much 
talked about in this training seminar: the notion of perception. The perception of each other will have an 
impact on the fact of seeing in an action, a threat or a risk. And from this perception will arise different 
reactions: a state will not react to a threat in the same way as it does to a risk. So how will states be able to 
deal with the different threats and/or risks they face, especially in a world where cyber security is 
becoming more and more prevalent? Specifically, how are Canada and its partners dealing with these 
situations? Through this exchange, Christian Picard and Anessa Kimball take us on a discovery of these 
areas of international security. 


